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Britain’s defence: 
the right priorities 


The newly published Government White 
Paper analysing the lessons of the Falklands 
war predictably plays down the factor of 
government culpability for the conflict in 
the first place and for Britain's state of un- 
readiness to deal with it when it broke out. 
In addition to this, the report has one very 
interesting feature. 

It emphasises that the Soviet Union 
continues to pose the main threat to Brit- 
ain’s security and that our response to this 
threat must have “first call on resources.” 

Surely if there is one lesson that should 
have been learned through the war in the 
Falklands it is that future British defence 
planning should very definitely not be 
based on this assumption about the inten- 
tions of the Soviet Union and of the need 
to concentrate our preparations on meeting 


a Soviet attack on Western Europe. 

There has always been something pec- 
uliarly unreal about the theory, which has 
dominated British strategic thinking in the 


post-1945 era, that Soviet policy aims at a’ 


military attack and take-over of Western 
Europe and that only the existence of the 
NATO system, spearheaded Бу American 
nuclear missiles on European soil, deters the 
Soviet leaders from launching such an att- 
ack and could offer resistance against it if 
it took place. 

In fact if we look at the situation real- 
istically who in his sight mind could imag- 
ine that the Soviets, who already have their 
hands full keeping down Poland and Af- 


ghanistan — quite apart from their есоп- 


omic problems on the home front, see 
themselves as having anything to gain by 
occupying and policing, in addition, West 
Germany, France, Italy, Britain and the 
other West European countries — just supp- 
osing that they could successfully invade us 
in the first place? 

We seem easily to forget that 40 years 
ago one European nation, Germany, almost 
alone came within a hairsbreadth of knock- 
ing out Russia — and at a time when the 
latter was being heavily supplied with arms 
from the West and when substantial German 
forces were being deployed in other thea- 
tres of war. Added to this was the imm- 
ense strategic advantage to the Russians of 
having their enemy's supply lines imposs- 
ibly extended over the vast distances that 
separated the front line of their advance 
from their military and industrial bases in 
the homeland. 

Now can anyone think that the men in 
the Kremlin — the most realistic among 
the worlds political leaders — want to 
take on an enemy comprising about three- 
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quarters of the population and industrial 
strength of the Germany they fought in 
1941-45 — plus Britain, France and the 
other Western European states, with or 
without the help of America — and ina 
situation in which the logistical problems 
facing the Germans in World War II are 
reversed, with Russia this time having the 
hugely extended supply lines? Not only 
that but the Soviet bosses must consider 
whether their troops would have the same 
will to fight an aggressive war on foreign 
soil as their fathers and grandfathers did to 
fight a defensive war on Russian $011. When 
these factors are added up, two overwhel- 
ming truths emerge. 

One is that the Soviet leaders do not 
intend, now or ever, to attack Western 
Europe. 

The other is that, if they ever did, it is 
ridiculous to suggest that the Western Euro- 
pean nations could not resist such an attack 
without the help of America. 

Nothing that we have said here should 
be taken to mean that we believe Soviet 
attitudes towards our country and its neigh- 
bours to be friendly. They certainly are 
not. 6 

What we do believe is that Russia’s 
method of waging war against us will and 
must continue to be political. The large 
Soviet military build-up in Eastern Europe 
is to the Kremlin solely a political weapon 
so far as the West is concerned — some- 
thing to frighten us, to distract us and to 
throw us into confusion, but not on any 
account ever to be used іп a full-scale 
war against us. 

Where the Soviets will wage waragainst 
us by military means will be by proxy — 
by encouraging the outbreak of conflict in 
theatres far from Europe where the inter- 
ests of Western nations will be affected and 
where they will sometimes feel bound to 
intervene. The Falklands are one exam- 
ple. Vietnam is another. No doubt the 
Soviets also have the Middle East in mind. 

Britain’s future defence planning, ass- 
imilating the lessons of the Falklands, 
should be based on four vital principles, 
namely:- 

(a) That the possibility of a frontal 
Soviet attack on Western Europe is 
virtually non-existent. 

(b) That British forces are most likely 
to be deployed in the future in key 
spots around the world (in all cases 
outside Europe) where vital British 
interested are threatened. 

(c) That in those areas we must be 
prepared to fight alone, as we did 
in the Falklands, and we must 
therefore as a first priority be mil- 
itarily independent. 

(d) That, bearing in mind the fore- 
going,on no account should Britain 
be reliant upon the United States. 


The disarmers’ weapon 


Considering the strategic facts just 
mentioned, the Greenhani Common protest 
is by no means the simple and clear-cut 
affair that it is imagined to be by the Tory 
Government and its supporters. 

True, the vast majority of the women 
involved are political simpletons whose 
emotions rule their heads, while they are 
directed by a small minority of sinister 
people dedicated to wrecking this country’s 
capacity for self-defence. 

These folk, however, have been han- 
ded a powerful propaganda weapon by the 
Government with which it is difficult to 
argue. 

The American Cruise missiles against 
which they are protesting, though situated 
on British territory, will be controiled, 
under present arrangements, by the US 
Government. Our own Government has 
indeed made a half-hearted effort to neg- 
otiate a change in this arrangement where- 
by the missiles will be under some form of 
joint control, but so far they have not ob- 
tained from the Americans any commit- 
ment on this matter and they have made it 
plain, in the demeanour of Foreign Secret- 
агу Pym when questioned on the subjgct, 
that they do not intend to press particularly 
hard for it. 

What will this mean in practice? Sim- 
ply that the President of the United States 
will have the power to unleash a nuclear 
strike from British territory and thus make 
Britain a prime target in a nuclear war — 
without Britain having any control over the 
matter! 

All of which is undeserved fuel for the 
pacifist, disarm-Britain brigade. 

The proper апэуег (о the Greenham 
Common demonstrators is to remove Amer- 
ican nuclear weapons from British soil but 
to ensure that we have ample British nuc- 
lear weapons on British soil. That will 
dash out of the disarmers hands the one 
valid argument they have in their armoury. 

But of course there is no possibility that 
a Tory Government would do such a thing. 


Camouflage 


While on the subject of Tories, we 
might focus on a well developed Tory pol- 
itical art — that of camouflaging wetness 
by a facade of ‘strength’. Last month there 
were two perfect demonstrations of this art. 

One was when a delegation from Sinn 
Fein, the IRA's political wing, was invited 
by the Greater London Council to come to 
the capital for a meeting. Within a short 
time of news of this invitation being rel- 
eased, the Government could not help but 
become aware of the massive backlash of 
anger from people around the country and 
from Londoners in particular. Glearly some 


SINN FEIN LEADERS ADAMS AND 
MORRISON 
Why are they allowed anywhere? 
р чинеа 
token gesture had то be made by the Соу- 
ernment, if only with future elections in 
mind. 

The gesture came in the form of a 
Home Office ruling that the Sinn Fein rep- 
resentatives, because of clear evidence of 
their involvement in terrorist activities, 
would not be allowed to set foot in the 
nation’s capital. 

Straightaway this ruling was greeted by 
the obvious rejoinder: if such terrorists 
should not be allowed to walk the streets of 
the capital of the United Kingdom, how 
the hell does it come about that they are 
allowed to walk the streets of any other 
part of the United Kingdom — Belfast for 
instance? 

And if there is evidence that they have 
been involved in terrorist activities, why 
on earth have they not been arrested and 
charged? 

The answer to the latter question is of 
course that’ it has been a political decision 
not to arrest and charge them — a decision 
stemming from the Government's policy of 
weakness and appeasement in Northern Ire- 
land. In just the same way, it was a pol- 
itical decision not to let them come to 
London — a decision made in panic res- 
ponse to the Ballykelly bombing which 
occurred just before and to the enraged 
reaction that it was known that this would 
provoke among Britain’s voters. 

As to the question of why terrorists may 
not walk the streets of London while they 
are allowed to walk the streets of Belfast, 
to this there is a simple answer: in the 
mentality of this Government, Northern 
Ireland is not part of this country but tsa 
foreign country, and the Government is 
therefore disposed to apply to Northern 
Ireland residents the same kinds of rulings 
that it applies to foreign nationals, i.e. 
that they lie outside British powers of juris- 
diction but may, if regarded as undesirable 
‘aliens’, be refused admission to Britain. 

In fact by its action the Government has 
handed the Sinn Feiners and theirIRA allies 
a great propaganda victory; it has indicated 


that it does not treat Northern Ireland cit- 
izens in the same way as it treats other 
British citizens and that it acknowledges 
Northern Ireland as ‘foreign’ territory. 

Equally absurd and pathetic is the таз- 
sive rumpus now being raised in the Tory 
Party against the attempted bill to allow 
Coloured immigrants to bring husbands and 
male fiancees into Britain. 

Absurd and pathetic, not because opp- 
osition to the bill is not right — it is indeed 
right, but solely because of the source from 
which it comes. 

What the Tory rebels have been protes- 
ting about is a bill which could add a few 
tens of thousands to the Coloured immig- 
rant population — a protest which rings 
pretty hollow coming from people who are 
now prepared mostly to accept withdut a 
further whimper the existence of some 5 or 
6 million Coloured immigrants already 
пеге. 

If ever there was a case of shouting for 
the slamming of the stable door after the 
horse has bolted, this is it — in this case 
bolted in and not bolted out. 

But of course the protest against the bill 
and its successful stoppage in the Commons 
last month (with the assistance of Labour, 
Liberal and SDP members, who voted 
against it for totally opposite reasons) does 
have one effective purpose: it keeps alive 
the illusion that there is a strong and pur- 
poseful ‘right wing’ among the Tories in 
Parliament and the country that is prepared 
to oppose the wets and the liberals in the 


party. Again it maintains the facade of 
‘strength’ where in reality there is no 
strength. 


Poor Smithy! 


Mr. Ilan Smith, the former leader of 
White Rhodesia who stayed on in that 
country to live under the new Black Marx- 
ist state of ‘Zimbabwe’, is having a bad 
time of it, it seems. 

He has suffered continual harrassment 
by the police operating under orders from 
the Mugabe Government, being arrested 
and interrogated and having his passport 
seized, his home and farm searched and 
his weapons confiscated -- all apparently 
as a result of some criticisms he made of 
the regime during a recent tour of Britain 
and the United States. 

While one feels sorry for Mr. Smith's 
wife and family in this situation, it is diff- 
icult to sympathise with the former Rhod- 
esian Premier himself. It was he who, des- 
pite his reputation of being a right-wing 
‘hard-liner’, worked strenuously to persuade 
the White Rhodesian people to accept a 
constitutional settlement that transferred 
power to the country’s Black majority. 
Could it not be argued that he has been 
hoist now on his own petard? 
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WHAT RACE IS 


ANDROPOV? 


LAST MONTH we commented in our 
reporting on the Soviet leadership suc- 
cession that the racial background of 
the new Soviet party chief, Yuri Andro- 
pov, was а crucial factor іп the shaping 
of future Soviet policy. We cited two 
sources of authority to the effect that 
Andropov was not Jewish, one of these 
being the London Jewish Chronicle and 
the other being the American journal 
National Vanguard, and we indicated 
that in such matters these sources should 
normally be regarded as carrying con- 
siderable weight. 

This by no means resolved conclus- 
ively the question of whether the new 
Soviet leader was Jewish or not, how- 
ever, and this month we feel it right to 
report other press comments which also 
should not be taken lightly. 

The Washington Post reported on 
November 13th that “One of Andropov’s 
grandparents was of Jewish origin, acc- 
ording to reliable sources,” and in The 
Weekend Australian Magazine of Dec- 
ember 11th/12th it was stated that An- 
dropov’s mother “is thought to have 
come from a Jewish family.” 

In the National Vanguard article to 
which we referred last month Andropov 
was described as the son of a ‘railway 
worker’ and the observation was made 
that this made it unlikely that his father 
was a Jew. However, according to the 
Australian paper we have quoted, And- 
ropov Snr. was a ‘railway official’, 
which puts a somewhat different comp- 
lexion on the matter. 

A physical study of Andropov reveals 
him to be of tall stature. This does not 
get us very far, since, although Jews are 
shorter on average than Europeans, there 
are many prominent exceptions to this 


rule, such as Bernard Baruch, Leon Trot- , 


sky, Simon Wiesenthal and the half-Jew 
Sir James Goldsmith. Perhaps more 
interesting is Апагороу 5 face, of which 
there are two well known records, a 
photograph taken in 1967, when he was 
53 years old, and one taken very rec- 
ently, which shows him at his present 
age of 68. The younger a person is, the 
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‚тоге photographs аге Jikely to show up 


that person’s racial type, and there is no 
doubt that the early photo (reproduced 
here) shows Andropov to have decidedly 
un-European features. These, however, 
may not necessarily be due to any Jew- 
ish background but could have been 
inherited from an ancestor belonging to 
one of the Soviet Union’s other numer- 
ous non-European races — Armenian or 
Georgian, for instance. 

It could well be that before the later 
photograph Andropov underwent some 
facial surgery or that the photograph 
itself has been doctored, in either case 
for the purpose of concealing his racial 
background, for there is some evidence 
that the Jewish issue is very much of a 
factor in the internal power struggles of 
the Soviet regime and that non-Jewish- 
ness, and even anti-Jewishness, can be 
a weapon in the securing of the support 
of some of the racially Russian elements 
in those struggles. According to the Jew- 


ish Chronicle, ап anti-Brezhnevy faction 
which existed while the former leader 


was alive made strong propaganda out 
of the fact that Mrs. Brezhnev was Jew- 
ish. In the same way, says the JC, An- 
Чгороу’$ opponents in the Politburo have 
deliberately circulated stories that he 
(Andropov) had Jewish blood on his 
mother’s side. 

What the JC does not deny is that 
Andropov, like his predecessor, has a 
Jewish wife. This also, says the JC rep- 
orter, has been made much of by his 
opponents, but there is in fact “nothing 
unusual” about it, and he goes on to 
quote a Soviet leader of the 1950s who 
said that he and his colleagues could 
not be anti-semitic because “most of us 
have Jewish wives.” 

If any further facts concerning the 
ethnic pedigree of Mr. Andropov come 
to light, we will report them because 
we regard them as highly relevant to 
what is going on inside Russia. For the 
moment, however, we must regard the 
question as still open and advise that 
the best clue as to who controls Russia 
lies in a study of Russia's actions. 


TWO FACES OF ANDROPOV 
The picture above shows the Soviet leader 
in 1967. The one below was taken in 1982. 


YOUTH WITHOUT 
LEADERSHIP 


WE MUST BE GRATEFUL to a silly little 
jackass belonging to the Inner London 
Education Authority for bringing to the 
forefront last month an issue which ought 
to be of profound national concern. 

It all began when a new man, retired 
Major General Michael Walsh, took over as 
head of the Scout movement. Major General 
Walsh, soon after assuming his post, made 
the public statement that the movement 
needed “improvements in camping, country 
code, behaviour, personal turn-out, hygiene, 
sportsmanship, politeness and care for others. 
_ Soft hobbies,’ the General said, “аге no 
substitute . for backwoodsmanship and 
learning to fend for oneself.” He went on to 
say that he wanted to see more Scouts 
calling him ‘Chief or even ‘Sir. | 

Though the terrible word was not 
specifically quoted in any of the reports of 
the new Chief Scout’s statement, it is clear 
that running through the whole of what he 
said was the theme of discipline. Of course 
he ought to have known, poor fellow, that 
the very suggestion of such a thing would 
provoke an outbreak of angry hysterics in 
Britain’s large and influential left-liberal 
establishment. Just such an outbreak was 
not long in coming. 


THREAT 


The first sign of it came from Мг. Neil 
Fletcher, Chairman of the ILEA’s further 
and higher education sub-committee. Mr. 
Fletcher inimediately threatened that his 
authority would withdraw the £62,000-a- 
year grant that is given to the Scout move- 
ment, and in explaining the reasons for this 
threat treated us to a display of progressive 
verbiage that could have come straight from 
out of the Daily Telegraph’s Peter Simple 
satire column. | 

Не was most concerned, he said, about 
“the intention to halt the recent and welcome 
evolution of the Scout movement into a more 
socially aware and relevant organisation and 
instead turn the clock back to an earlier and 
apparently militaristic era of scouting.” 

Mr. Fletcher went on to rant about the 
loss of 260 young men in the ‘“‘unnecessary 
military adventure in’ the South Atlantic” 
and to condemn General Walsh for seeking 
at such a time “the reintroduction of 
mindless drilling and spurious discipline.” 

Very commendably, the General of the 
Scouts announced in reply that he had no 
intention of modifying his plans for improve- 
ments in scouting to suit Mr. Fletcher or any 
of his ILEA cohorts and that, if necessary , 
the Scout movement will do without its 


£62,000 grant — in which case that money 
would most probably be re-allocated to 
some noble cause like the London Gay 
Teenagers’ Group or the English Prostitutes’ 
Collective (two organisations which already 
receive generous grants at the expense of 
London ratepayers). 

Nor did he, the General said, propose to 
appear before Mr. Fletcher’s committee in 
order to argue his case for the continuation 
of the grant, for this, he said, would be 
“inappropriate”. Instead, he announced, he 
would send two of his lieutenants to speak 
to the ILEA on his behalf. 

Presumably what the General had in 
mind when he said this was the ‘inappropri- 
ateness’ of a man of his rank and station 
going on a pleading mission to small-time 
politicos like Mr. Fletcher. If so, it is easy to 
understand his attitude. It is a pity, however, 
that he even condescended to send deputies 
on such an assignment. What would be the 
purpose of their interview with the ILEA 
officials? Presumably to argue that the Scout 
movement was not the awful militaristic 
institution that they imagined it was and that 
it was indeed “‘socially aware” and “‘relevant”, 
etc., for іп a statement to a press conference 
the General denied that he was introducing 
“а military approach” to scouting. 

This impression was confirmed on 
Sunday, December 12th, when the General 
appeared in an interview in the programme 
Topping on Sunday — a religious TV show 
usually filled with do-gooder slush which has 
one leaping for the switch as soon as it 
comes on but which І watched оп this 
occasion because it was focussed оп the 
Scouts. The General, so it is reported, is a 
former paratroop commander, and ш this 
case | must give him the benefit of the doubt 
and assume that he has some personal 
qualities that were not obviously apparent in 
the interview. In his simpering, ingratiating 
manner, he seemed more typical of a trendy 
clergyman than a senior officer from one of 
the finest fighting units of the British Army, 
and it was therefore no surprise when he did 
the expected thing and said that he was keen 
to recruit for the Scout movement among 
the Blacks of Toxteth! 


SCOUT GATHERING 1982-TYPE 


Later in the programme we were treated 
to shots of a typical scout gathering (1982 
vintage) and interviews with some young 
scoutmasters who spoke about their work 
and beliefs. The impressions were not 
reassuring. In а community sing-song the 
emphasis was not, as would have been 


JOHN TYNDALL 
examines the 
plight of young 
people in a 
liberal democracy 


preferable, on rousing patriotic marching 
songs, but those whining, jigging ditties 
popular in the left-wing protest repertoire, 
with their constant references to ‘peace’ and 
‘meeting one’s neighbour’, etc. 

The young Boy Scouts, who came from 
somewhere in the Glasgow area, seemed to 
be wholly White and in general looked lads 
of good type who might grow up to be the 
salt of the earth providing they were led and 
directed in the right way. As to whether 
they will be, one could only have profound 
misgivings as one witnessed the interviews 
with some of the scoutmasters in charge of 
them. It would be wrong of me, for want of 
evidence about these young gentlemen, to 
leap to conclusions which might turn out to 
be unjust or even libellous, so shall I just say 
that as specimens of manhood they did not 
exactly inspire, and that were І the father 
not just of a young daughter but of a young 
son as well I should be decidedly unhappy 
at the thought of having such a son under 
their care. 


‘NOT MILITARY’ 


‚ No doubt then that when General Walsh 

made his denials of ‘militarism’ he was 
speaking the truth — and to this I would 
comment: more’s the pity, for if there is one 
criticism to be made of the traditional 
scouting code as laid down by Baden Powell 
75 years ago it is that it has never been 
military enough. Admirable though many 
scouting traditions have been, and vastly 
preferable though they may be to the empty, 
aimless existence led by millions of youths 
in a typical liberal-democratic society, the 
Boy Scouts has never been more than a pale 
and insipid) compromise when compared 
with the organised and disciplined youth 
movements that emerged as a product of the 
nationalist revolutions in Europe during the 
earlier part of this century. 

Right from the beginning, the Scouts 
tried to ride two horses by emphasising their 
loyalty to the British Monarch in the words 
of the Scout’s pledge: “І promise on my 
honour to do my duty to God and the King 
(Queen), while at the same time stressing’ 
that their purpose was to inculcate into their 
members “international good fellowship”, 
among other things. No doubt this was to 
make the movement acceptable to people 
embracing the widest possible range of 
sentiments within the British populace. In 
the same declaration of aims, the Scouts’ 


Contd. overleaf 
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YOUTH WITHOUT LEADERSHIP 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


handbook stressed that it wished to train 
boys to be “тапу, self-reliant and self- 
respecting” while officially disclaiming any 
military aim or meaning. That such qualities 
as the Scouts purported to promote could 
be promoted without introducing some 
military aspect into the Scouting regime 
would seem a contradiction to any logical 
thinking person, but it is obvious that the 
Scouts’ handbook was from the very start a 
political document which sought to emulate 
the political art of being all things to every- 
body. Beginning on this wrong footing, the 
Scout movement has never developed into 
the valuable organisation in our national life 
that it might have done. This, however, is far 
from saying that it has had no value at all. By 
the very healthy elements in its training and 
activities programme, it has attracted to a 
life of some order and idealism many millions 
of youngsters who in the, void of our 20th 
Century ‘democracy’ would otherwise 
probably have drifted into pursuits far worse. 


WRONG TYPES 


Precisely because of the over-liberalistic 
stress in the scouting code — combining with 
the all-male environment of Scout camps 
and jamborees and the abundance of fresh 
and innocent youths attracted to those events 
— the movement tended to recruit to its 
leadership some highly undesirable specimens, 
resulting in the relegation of the rank of 
‘Scoutmaster from the honoured status it 
should have enjoyed to one in which it has 
become the object of contemptuous sniggers. 
This has undoubtedly been unfair to the 
many fine men who have answered that 
calling for the best of reasons. Had the Scout 
movement been the sort of ‘fascistic’ organis- 
ation it always bent over backwards not to 
be, the wrong types would not have been 
kept out entirely but they would have been 
more rare and would soon have been winkléd 
out of their positions the moment that their 
proclivities first manifested themselves. 

Of course there is nothing per se wrong 
with ‘international good-fellowship’, 
particularly when it is between nations 
existing within the orbit of White Western 
Civilisation. It is only when such an ideal is 
placed excessively high in the order of 
priorities of a mass movement that such a 
movement is likely to assume a complexion 
not conducive to a sound апа healthy 
national sentiment. So it was with the Boy 
Scouts, which in due course became itself a 
world-wide movement with followings in 
almost all nations and amongst almost all 
races. In becoming such, it ceased to be an 
instrument for the inculcation into British 
youth of the right attitudes regarding the 
primacy of their own country. 

Notwithstanding these limitations, the 
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Boy Scout movement has probably done 
much more good in Britain than harm. In a 
century when patriotic values have been 
under attack almost everywhere, it has kept 
them alive albeit in somewhat diluted form. 
It has brought youngsters from a mainly 
urban population into contact with the 
countryside and with the forces of nature. 
Its activities have in the main been conducive 
to better physical health and fitness. And, if 
the level of discipline has not been up to 
military standards, it has at least been higher 
than participants have been used to in the 
self-centred free-for-all of our ‘liberal’ 
society. In the various badges that it has 
awarded for certain accomplishments and 
crafts it has encouraged young folk to 
develop some skills that could well be useful 
to them in later life and which certainly 
serve to promote self-respect. 


VOLUNTARY NOT ENOUGH 


One of the great limitations of the 
Scout movement is at the same time a 
limitation that has applied to every other 
youth organisation of its kind in Britain, 
including the Boys’ Brigade and various 
cadet forces. By being entirely voluntary 
bodies, these organisations have not 
encompassed that section of the youth of 
the nation that is most in need of the 
qualities and training that they inculcate, i.e. 
the young driftwood of our urban jungles 
that never knows tidiness, smartness or 
discipline because it has no inclination to 
seek after them but, on the contrary, is 
naturally disposed to recoil from them. 


YOUTH ADVENTURE COURSES 


_ Бог a very brief period in modern times 
this element among the young was brought 
willy nilly into contact with such a regimen 
by the institution of National Service, but 
that institution was very foolishly abolished 
at the outset of the 1960s and we have ever 
since suffered from its absence. In the 
vacuum created by the elimination of 
National Service there has been an increasing 
body of public opinion that has clamoured 
for some kind of substitute, particularly 
with evidence of mounting lawlessness and 
hooliganism among the young. For the most 
part, however, the tenor of this clamour has 
been well intentioned but naive; most of its 
spokesmen have fallen over themselves to 
affirm that what they are advocating would 
not be obligatory nor would it be military. 
Yet without those two elements there is not 
the slightest possibility that any such youth 
scheme would ever work; those who would 
volunteer for it and willingly enter into the 
spirit of its organisation would be the very 
types of youngsters least in need of organising 
and least desperate for leadership апа 
authority. The youth most lacking in these 
things would continue to slouch around the 
streets, make pests of themselves at football 
matches and gyrate to frenzied negroid 
‘musical’ rhythms in smoke-filled and drug- 
infested ‘disco’ halls just as before — that 
abandoned younger generation which best 
epitomises our contemporary ‘free world’. 

This is not to say that some of the latter 
would not volunteer. A recent government-: 
sponsored Youth Adventure Course held in 
the Scottish Highlands did attract participants 
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Army instructor shows youngsters how to live off the land 


from a variety of quarters, including, to 
quote one newspaper report, “‘pink-haired 
punks and school-leavers on the dole.” The 
scheme was organised under the command 
of Lt. Col. John Blashford-Snell and 
employed 75 army instructors who had been 
trained by the SAS. It involved teaching the 
youngsters how to live off the land and 
make shelters from rhubarb leaves and sticks. 
It incorporated mountain-climbing and map- 
reading and included a compulsory 100-yard 
swimming test in the freezing Moray Firth. 
There was an early-morning reveille and 
plenty of marching drill. Punishments were 
handed out liberally, and these included 
strenuous press-up routines and making 
colleagues’ beds. 

According to reports, though a few 
youths dropped out of the scheme the 
majority liked it and many wrote back 
asking for more. Said one instructor: “I have 
seen them arrive wearing heavy boots and 


cropped hair completely anti-establishment - 


. . . After a short while if they stick it through 
you can see the change, with the develop- 
ment of co-operation and team spirit. They 
end up not wanting to leave.” 


One of the participants said: “Before І. 


came here | did not get up until 11.30 every 
morning because | was bored with nothing to 
do and no job to go to. Now when I go 
home | want to carry on with the fitness 
programme they have taught me here.” 

Such schemes are of course a step in the 
right direction, but in the numbers they 
involve they are only tickling at the surface 
of our national youth problem. Until we 
discard all ‘liberal-democratic’ inhibitions 
and recognise the need for a full and total 
mobilisation of the nation’s youth in a 
programme of training for citizenship (which 
must of necessity incorporate training for 
the tasks of national defence), the social 
evils which these limited schemes are designed 
to combat will continue only barely touched. 


WHAT IS NEEDED 


What is fundamentally needed to produce 
the type of young citizen needed for the 
future is a programme of youth development 
which incorporates the best features of the 
Boy Scout and similar movements, the various 
cadet forces and the type of adventure and 
training scheme run by Lt. Col. Blashford- 
Snell. Added to these features must be. а 
firm educational grounding in the principles 
of nationalism and racial consciousness. Such 
а programme cannot be effective if it only 
includes a minority part of the young popu- 
lation: Ц must involve the whole of that 
population, apart from апу who would qualify 
for exemption on special medical grounds. 

No doubt any readers of this article who 
are thoroughly hooked on traditional ‘liberal’ 
notions about ‘individual freedom’, etc. will 
already by now be all of a twitter. “What you 
are advocating,” they will protest, “sounds 
very like a Hitler Youth-type of idea!” Well 
perhaps it does, and І do not feel any need 


THE HITLER YOUTH 
Strong, fit, proud — a formidable generation. 


to apologise for it on that account. While 
perhaps some of the aspects of the Hitler 
Youth organisation, such as its rather extra- 
vagant ritual of massed -chanting, were 
appropriate solely to the time and country 
in which they originated, there were many 
other aspects which could beerecognised gs 
absolutely admirable by a wide consensus of 
opinion in any country or era. І recall once 


‘seeing an old documentary film of some 


camping games partaken in by young boys 
of that organisation. In one game the boys 
were divided into two teams, one of which 
was assembled on a small hillock and the 
other gathered below. The task of the latter 
team was to storm and occupy the hillock. 


In the tussle that ensued there seemed to be ` 


very little holds barred — the two teams 
appeared to be belting hell out of each 
other, though I suspect that there were adult 
leaders acting as referees nearby who would 
ensure that no-one came to really serious 
injury. All young boys, if they are ever to 
grow into men, should experience hard 
physical conflict and learn to take painful 
knocks. How much better that they be 
organised to do so in this way, where there is 


some regulation to exclude really vile, 
cowardly and un-European methods of 
fighting and where opposing sides аге 


reasonably matched in numbers, age and 
physical capacity, than that they should gain 
such experience by vicious gang fights at 
football grounds and in dark city alleys 
where the odds may be hopelessly uneven, 
the methods of combat unfair and the 
weapons used dangerous and sometimes 
murderous quite apart from the fact that 
often innocent bystanders not involved in 
the argument get hurt also. 

Looking at this youth from a bygone 
сга and from a style and spirit of organisation 
now very much out of fashion, one is always 
struck in photographs by its splendid 
physical condition and radiant health, 
together with its proud and manly bearing. 


Nor was this just window-dressing propa- 
ganda, as allied servicemen learned as they 
came face-to-face with the products of this 
environment and training on the battlefields 
of Europe in 1939-45. Eventually that fine 
generation went down in defeat under the 
impact of sheer weight of numbers and cold 
steel, but no-one who ever encountered it 
would ever disclaim that it was a match, 
man-for-man, for any fighting force of 
comparable size in the history of the world. 
Yes, such a youth was certainly 
‘regimented’ and ‘conditioned’ — as all 
youth is in keeping with the values and 
behaviour patterns of the society into which 
it is born and in which it grows up. Are the 
young zombies who fit themselves out in the 
latest products of the fashion industry and 
who prance and screech to the latest dis- 
cordant din manufactured by the largely 
alien trendsetters of the nation’s ‘music’ any 
the less the victim of regimentation and 
conditioning? Do the latter really freely 
‘choose’ their life-style, habits and tastes? 
Are they in any lesser way dominated by an 
arbitrary ‘authority’ — merely for the fact 
that that authority is less obvious than a 
military drill instructor but wields its power 
over them by control over the channels 
which determine public opinion and taste? 


‘THE RIGHT CONDITIONING 


If, as is inevitable, any generation is 
conditioned by the complex of educational, 
ideological and cultural influences around it 
as it grows to adulthood — and here I include 
that segment of the young which innocently 
imagines itself to be ‘non-conformist’ and in 
‘rebellion’ against the establishment — and if, 
as I strongly maintain, ‘freedom’ of choice in 
such matters is a sublime illusion, is it not 
better that the conditioning is of a kind which 
creates as its product a strong, healthy and 
cohesive national community, able to defend 
itself against its enemies without and within, 
able to work hard and sustain a prosperous 
economic life, able to promote its interests 
wherever they may Бе and able to attain the 
highest peaks of culture and civilisation? 

If, as І believe to be the case, this was the 
principle underlying the organisation and 
direction of youth in those societies com- 
monly described as ‘fascist’, then I can find 
no fault with that principle and must urge 
that we do not allow the prejudices arising 
from a World War to blind us to the necessity 
to learn something from these past 
experiments. 

For all these reasons, there is something 
faintly pathetic in the spectacle of our.capital 
city’s senior educational body slanging the 
Boy Scout movement on the grounds that it 
is ‘militaristic’ and the leader of that move- 
ment protesting indignantly that it is not. It 
all assumes that ‘militarism’ is an evil which 
on no account should be introduced into the 
upbringing of our young male population. | 
believe it is time that that assumption was 
strongly challenged. 
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THE NATIONALIST SPLIT: 


| WAS an active nationalist in the 1960s and 
1970s, taking part in many marches and 
being present at the battles of Red Lion 
Square and Lewisham. In 1978 my occu- 
pation took me overseas for 4 years and | 
completely lost touch with the nationalist 
struggle in this country. | returned to the 
UK earlier this year and was dismayed to 
find that the National Front had split into 
several factions. Over the past few months | 
have been trying to divine the rights and 
wrongs of these splits so that | may decide 
my own position. My present job makes it 
necessary to conceal my proper name and 
therefore what | am writing here is written 
under а nom de plume. 

Since my return to this country | have 
spoken to the representatives of all the main 
factions into which the NF has become 
divided, and learned as far as | am able, the 
facts of the division. | am putting these facts 
here, as | see them. 


THE WEBSTER FACTOR 


Speaking to the supporters of the 
‘Nationalist Party’ (formerly the National 
Front Constitutional Movement), 1 find that 
the main cause of their defection from the 
original NF was the personality and behaviour 
of Martin Webster — but to attribute the 
setting up of this splinter group just to that 
cause would be very much of an over- 
simplification. Some individuals concerned 
are at least equally hostile to John Tyndall 
and just a few seem to feel even more strongly 
against Tyndall than against Webster. 

As far as *Webster is concerned, his 
homosexuality seems to be the biggest factor 
in arousing opposition to him but | find that 
some Nationalist Party supporters regard this 
as being of lesser importance than his other 
alleged sins. Objections to John Tyndall 
seem to arise from three main factors: (a) he 
is “too dictatorial’; (Б) he is regarded as а 
“Магі”; and (с) he failed to take action, at 
the time he should have done, to relieve 
Webster from his position in the NF. 

| have not worked closely enough with 
John Tyndall to be able to comment on the 
allegation that he is “dictatorial” — he may 
well be, although that is not necessarily a 
crime in my book. As for the “Nazi” smear, 
| am unimpressed with people who use this 
as a reason for withdrawing their support 
from nationalist organisations or individuals. 
We are all going to get called “Nazis”, 
whether we like it ornot and whatever we do. 

Possibly the most credible charge 
against Tyndall is that concerning his failure 
to act sooner against Martin Webster. Mr. 
Tyndall’s reply to this is that the constitution 
of the NF did not enable him to do so except 
with the majority support of the Directorate. 
It could be argued, however, that Mr. Tyndall 
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should nevertheless have endeavoured earlier 
than he did do to solicit this majority 
support among Directorate members. 

Having said all this, | would like to say 
that | am not convinced that the opposition 
to Webster justified in itself the actions of 
those who tried to cause a split in the party 
in the Summer of 1979 and subsequently set 
up the ‘Constitutional Movement’, and | 
suspect that in the case of some people the 
Webster issue was a pretext for, rather than 
a cause of, their rebellion — the more likely 
cause being the jockeying for positions in 
the party leadership. 

| have not been able to enquire to the 
full extent that | would have liked into the 
reasons for the defections from the NF into 
Mr. Anthony Reed-Herbert’s ‘British Demo- 
cratic Party’. This is because the BDP seems 
to have become virtually defunct and 
supporters of it are hard to locate. It does 
appear, howéver, that these reasons were 
much the same as those given for the setting 
up of the NFCM. In this case it is hard to 
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who felt these 


understand why those 


‘grievances so strongly did not act together as 


one faction rather than form two separate 
factions. Could it be that personal jealousies 
and power struggles were the explanation? 
And, if so, could they not also be at least 
part of the explanation why these people 
wanted to split from the NF in the first place? 


MOST TRAGIC SPLIT 


This brings me to what was the most 
important, and without doubt the most 
tragic, split, which was the one that occurred 
when John Tyndall and his supporters cut 
adrift from the official NF and formed the 
New National Front (later to become, 
through a regrouping of forces, the British 
National Party). Mr. Tyndall has told me 
that by the end of 1979 the issue of Martin 
Webster was tearing the party apart and that 
there was no hope whatever of reuniting it 
unless this issue was resolved quickly and by 
any necessary means. His first hope was that 
his resignation as party Chairman in January 
1980 would jolt the party’s Directorate into 
action. When this failed, his next plan was to 
resolve the issue in the раму internal 
elections due to take place later that year 
and by means of a constitutional amendment 
at the AGM following. By Мау 1980, 
however, he had become convinced that: 


AN OBJECTIVE VIEW 


(a) the people most likely to support the 
changes he sought would by the later part of 
the year have had their ranks drastically 
reduced by defections from -the party — 
indeed they had been greatly reduced 
already; and (b) the rot on the Directorate, 
due largely to Webster’s hold, was much 
worse than he had originally realised and 
that Directorate was almost certainly going 
to manipulate the internal elections and 
AGM in order to preserve the status quo at 
all costs. 

Tyndall and his supporters therefore 
took their first steps of setting up the New 
National Front, which was interided to 
provide a rallying point for disaffected party 
members but without requiring them to 
sacrifice their allegiance to the party itself. 
Later the rift from the NF was finally signed 
and sealed by the creation of the British 
National Party т 1982. Tyndall's supporters 
claim that by this time the name of the 
National Front had become so discredited 
that no other course was possible. 

Those who have stood by the NF Direc- 
torate have answered these claims by saying 
that: (a) Tyndall’s move against Webster was 
one based, not on conviction, but purely on 
“‘opportunism’’; his real motive was to дат 
for himself dictatorial powers over the party 
so that he could dispense with the Directorate; 
(Б) he (Tyndall) is at heart a “reactionary” 
and ““Тогу” and not in tune with the party’s 
ideology of “racial . nationalism”; (с) he 
(Tyndall) is under some sinister influence 
stemming from freemasonry; and (d) even if 
his (Tyndall’s) basic position was right, he 
should have remained іп the party and 
resolved things by the internal process. 

From my observation, explanations (b) 
and (c) are sheer poppycock and not worth 
consideration by any intelligent person. 
Concerning (a), | am in no doubt from my 
conversations with Mr. Tyndall that his 
loathing of homosexuality is sincere and 
genuine and that he genuinely believes that 
it was destroying the NF. On the other hand, 
it is possible that in his timing of his stand 
against it there was an element of oppor- 
tunism and that this had something to do 
with his quest for authoritarian powers. | say 
“possible” because | have no way of being 
certain about such a matter. 


WAS TYNDALL WRONG? 


However, granting the benefit of the 
doubt to Tyndall’s detractors where this 
issue is Concerned, was such “‘opportunism” 
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necessarily wrong from the standpoint of the 
long-term interests of the party? J can 
believe Tyndall when he says that the 
acquisition of stronger leadership powers 
brings him по personal profit but only 
greater responsibility and heavier burdens. 
He is quite obviously passionate in his con- 
viction that “democracy” has ruined the NF 
and that ‘‘autocracy’” (his own) is the only 
way in which the nationalist movement in 
Britain can now be resurrected. | 

As to (d), that the Tyndall faction 
should have fought the issue out inside the 
party, this argument seems to me to carry 
more credence than any of the others, but 
that does not necessarily mean that | would 
accept it in the event of knowing of all the 
pros and cons mdking for Tyndall’s decision. 

Some of Tyndall’s supporters tend to 
dismiss all those who have stayed in the NF 
as being either ‘Gays’ or ‘pro-Gay’. | think 
this is unfair. Undoubtedly it is true of an 
element in the party — and particularly in its 
hierarchy — but far from being true of the 
party as a whole. A not insubstantial section 
of the party maintains the attitude that, 
whatever one’s views about ‘Gays’ and about 
Webster, the party itself should be supported 
because it is the party. The National Front 
has been the most successful movément of 
its kind in Britain in modern times and all 
previous groups of people who have left it to 
work outside have failed. The party, these 
people say, is bigger than individuals. 

Having heard these arguments from the 
spokesmen of the various factions, | have 
since had the difficult job of making up my 
mind where to place my support. 


NO IMPACT 


To my mind, the Nationalist Party and 
BDP factions do not even warrant a 
moment’s consideration. This is not because 
their arguments are necessarily in themselves 
groundless but only because they have 
clearly failed to make any progress or impact 
and their leaders therefore stand discredited 
by their own incapacity. Nothing is to be 
gained by supporting nothing. 

This means, in effect, that the only 
meaningful choice is between the National 
Front and the British National Party — the 
only other significant nationalist group 
(British Movement) being now apparently on 
the rocks along with the others. 

By far the most persuasive argument 
offered by the champions of the National 
Front is, as І have indicated, the one 
mentioned last: the argument of its success 
and of the past failure of breakaways. This 
argument did for some time incline me to 
consider very seriously the option of rejoining 
the NF. 

When | look back, however, on the 
process by which the NF came into being 
and on the later processes by which at 
various times it waxed and waned one thing 
becomes clear: the absolutely central fiqure 
in all the positive phases of party 


John Tyndall, pictured here at work with his 
wife Valerie. He has been the central figure 
in the growth of British Nationalism. 


development has been John Tyndall. He 
played а crucial role in the unifying phase by 
which the party got off the ground in 1967 
and 1968 (how crucial | only learned later 
from the lips of the party’s founder and first 
Chairman, А. К. Chesterton); апа subse- 
quently the party’s periods of growth and 
progress coincide almost exactly with those 
in which John Tyndall was at the helm. It 
could therefore be said that the reason why 
the NF was successful, when it was success- 
ful, lay in Tyndall’s personality and leader- 
ship capabilities, as well as in his total drive 
and dedication, and that this same reason 
could be offered for the failure of the other 
nationalist parties (including splinters from 
the NF) during the period that Tyndall was 
in charge. 

Equally, there can be no doubt in my 
mind that the present British National Party 
is in no way comparable to other groups that 
have broken away from the NF. It is much 
stronger and more successful than any of 
them and there is some evidence that in 
certain departments it has already now over- 
taken the NF (output of publications, for 
instance). 

Likewise, there is no comparison 
between the momentary lurches experienced 
by the NF in the periods of its previous 
divisions and the steady, continual decline 
that it has suffered since Tyndall and Co. 
left in 1980. 

The party is bigger than individuals — 
yes, if by that we mean the priority that 
should be given to it. But sometimes in 
practice it transpires that a party is just as 
big and successful as the qualities of a 
particular individual have made it, and that 
when that individual’s services are withdrawn 
that party is effectively ‘finished’. 

| ат far Нот being ап uncritical 
admirer and supporter of John Tyndall: on 
the contrary, | believe that he has in his time 
made some errors of political judgement and 
these may well include some errors in the 
handling of the NF internal crisis that began 
in 1979. | am not convinced that all the 


arguments he has offered in support of his 
actions in this crisis are right or all those of 
his opponents wrong. 


ONLY HOPE 
But what | am convinced of is that, 
warts and all — as they would say, he was 


the only leader who, after the retirement of 
A. K. Chesterton, was capable of leading the 
National Front forward and giving it genuine 
political credibility, and he is today the only 
leader capable of uniting the splintered ranks 
of nationalism and leading our movement 
forward in the future. 

| have become utterly. convinced over 
many years of political involvement and study 
that it is the tendency of people to follow 
individuals rather than ideological pro- 
grammes, and without an outstanding indi- 
vidual at the helm — whether on all points 
we agree with him or not — we are nothing. 

There is another factor in this affair 
which carries very great weight with me: of 
all the leading antagonists in the recent 
disputes, John Tyndall .is the only one who 
cannot be said to have acted to further his 
own position. In resigning as NF Chairman 
in 1980, he sacrificed а lot, not only роіі- 
tically but personally as well. If his actions 
had any motive of “opportunism”, it could 
only be in the context of the opportunity to 
get something done that was necessary for 
the cause. 

І am also influenced by something else. 
Having spoken, as | mentioned earlier that | 
have done, to the representatives of all 
nationalist factions, | find that it is only on 
the part of Mr. Tyndall and his associates 
that | can detect even a desire to reunify the 
nationalist movement. From the others 
comes only a narrow and small minded spirit 
of rivalry and petty backbiting; they seem 
perfectly content to see the present state of 
division maintained indefinitely and quite 
obviously are, all of them, people quite 
incapable of any big gesture towards their 
former adversaries. 

It is for these reasons, which in ту 
mind far override the rights and wrongs of 
the arguments raging in 1979 and 1980 — 
arguments which have now become outdated 
and redundant; that | have finally decided to 
give my support to Mr. Tyndall and the 
British National Party. 

This support may not be all that signi- 
ficant in itself, for | am only a rank-and-file 
nationalist with limited time now to give to 
activities and forced to keep a low profile 
for occupational reasons. | feel, however, 
that the arguments that | have put here to 
explain this support do have some signi- 
ficance, and | hope that they induce others. 
to do as | am doing. 


NOTE: We wish to make it clear in printing 
this article that we do so as а contri- 
bution to debate and not because 
we wholly accept all the points 
made by the author. 
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A MATTER OF LIFE OR 


AS THE RISING TIDE lapped around the 
feet of King Canute, he taught the world a 
lesson it ought never to forget. His advisers, 
wishing to flatter him, had said that even the 
tide would obey his majestic command and 
stay back, if he so ordered. Of course, it 
didn’t, and this episode demonstrated to 


mankind a fundamental fact: nature сап: 


never be defied. 

So over the centuries, instead of merely 
defying nature, man has set about trying to 
tame her instead, and to minimise her effects 
on us. Hence with our buildings, our dams, 
our ships and aircraft we have gained a 
measure of mastery over nature, but have we 
now forgotten that we cannot defy her? 
Whilst nature may occasionally surprise us 
with hurricanes, storms and earthquakes, 
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THE COMING GENERATION 
Now under dire threat 


these are not the real danger awaiting us; she 
has a far worse trick up her sleeve, a veritable 
biological bombshell. 

The history of the world up to now has 
been one of constant struggle. Only the 
strong and cunning survived the long trek 
from the caves to the 20th century. The 


paths of time are littered with the corpses of 


men, civilisations and races that failed in this 
struggle. Brutal it may have been, but it was 
a fact of life and man had no option but to 
accept it. However, in the last few decades, 
the boundaries of medical science have been 
pushed back, and now we have the capability, 


DEATH 


DAVID BALL looks at 
modern medical practices 
and their genetic 
implications for the 
future of our race 


and the will, to protect the weak. Thus no 
longer need individuals in Britain die from 
crippling diseases or starve because they 
cannot feed themselves. Surely this is a great 
advance, or is it? 

Now І realise that to question the idea 
that we should save people’s lives and protect 
them may seem insulting or even obscene to 
many people, and to’ some extent І 
sympathise with those people. But the 
fundamental point is that we are storing up 
for the future a disaster for our race, one 
from which we may never and Г stress 
never - recover. By preserving the weak, are 
we so burdening the strong that instead of 
Our progressing -further up the paths of 
civilisation we may find ourselves halted? 
The answer to this question is, І believe, no. 
It is far worse. In fact we are now, slowly to 
be sure, but at an ever increasing pace, 
heading back towards the caves whence we 
came. The reason for this is not only the 
ever increasing burden of the weak upon the 
strong, but becausc, incredibly, the stronger 
and better elements in our society are actually 
dying out, not from sickness or disease, but 


because they are purely and simply passing | 


into oblivion through lack of breeding. 


WELCOME TO EGALITARIANS 


Now to the egalitarian the declining 
birth rate amongst the more intelligent 
members of society is no danger, as into 
their places can come others from the masses. 
They justify this by the belief that measurable 
intelligence is based totally on social con- 
ditions, but many eminent anthropologists 
deny this. Dr. С. D. Darlington estimates in 
his book Genetics and Man that no less than 
90 per-cent of “ability differences” are due 
to heredity. Thus the decline in the numbers 
of children born to the more intelligent 
members of society is quite literally 
destroying our gene pool. Perhaps to alert 
the reader to this very real danger І may 
quote a couple of figures used by William 
Gayley Simpson in his book Which Way, 
Western Man? 1,000 white women who only 


Contd. on next page 


complete their basic education will produce, 
on average, 2,186 offspring, whereas a similar 
number of women who appear in Who’s Who 
(a very rough guide to.intelligence to be sure, 
but surely their inclusion in this book indi- 
cates that they are in some measure ‘‘above 
average’) will be replaced by only 187 
grandchildren, and in two centuries their 
descendants will number only 6. This figure 
can only be described as chilling. So how has 
this appalling state of affairs come about? 

The reasons are many and varied, but | 
believe that one cause looms far above the 
rest: the use of contraception. The idea that 
the size of families could be artificially 
restricted seemed initially to be a blessing 
for mankind. No longer would the poor be 
burdened with 9 or 10 children, all living in 
absolute squalor. The problem is that the 
effective use of contraception requires some 
measure of intelligence. Thus, whilst the 
more gifted members of society have 
restricted their family size (indeed to such 
an extent that extinction now threatens 
them), the numbers of children born to the 
less intelligent has remained proportionately 
high. Indeed the largest families tend, in 
general, to be born to those of the near 
moron level. Thus contraception has been 
used selectively to breed out the better 
elements of society. 

To this might be added the effects of 
abortion, where literally thousands of 
normal, healthy foeti are “terminated” every 
year. Unfortunately statistics regarding the 
intelligence of the would-be mothers are not 
available to те, but І have a hunch that an 
above average proportion will be to the more 
intelligent women who do not want children 
to “disrupt” their careers. 


DRAWBACKS OF SCIENCE 


Now aside from our ability to restrict 
the number of children born perhaps it is 
lime to consider the implications of the 
saving of lives because of medical science. 
First let me state that | do not by any means 
have any objection to the saving of life per 
se; indeed I welcome in general such achieve- 
ments, but rather | want to consider the 
genetical implications of saving some of 


side struggle for survival. 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


It маз а sheltered world, this of the intelligentsia of the 1920s, its inhabit- 
ants mostly shielded by private means from crude personal reminders of the out- 
They circulated at leisure from country house to 
country cottage — the Bells at Charleston in Sussex, the Woolfs at Asham and 
Rodmell — back again to Bloomsbury or one of the ancient universities; convin- 
ced that they carried in their luggage the soul of civilisation. The memories of 
the epoch are fragrant with cultured weekends — witty chat on the lawn and 
brilliant profundity at the dining table. It was a circle of flimsy and precious 
people, of whom Lady Ottoline Morrell was perhaps the manliest. 


Correlli Barnett on Britain’s ‘elite’ in THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER 


these lives. Many young children who would 
have died at birth or at an early age are now 
saved. To be sure, many of these deaths were 
totally unnecessary — due often to the 
wretched state of the child’s surroundings, 
but a fair proportion were due to genetic 
defects. These deaths, however sad they may 
have been for the parents, were not a useless 
waste of life, as they helped to prevent the 
genetic weakening of the race. Now, how- 
ever, many of these children survive, and 
after what is usually an otherwise normal 
childhood they marry and produce their 
own offspring, and pass on to future gener- 
ations, through inherited genes, their inborn 
defects. Thus, at the very least, the number 
of genetically defective people in the popu- 
lation is being kept artificially high, and 
indeed there is some disquieting evidence 
that the number of children born with such 
genetic defects is proportionately increasing. 
Thus modern medicine, whilst on the face of 
it saving life, is now preparing the way for 
racial degeneration. 

So what can be done to rectify this 
potentially disastrous state of affairs? Firstly 
let me say that in general no one should die 
needlessly, so | would not suggest that all 
such seriously ill babies should be simply left 
to die. Moral implications aside, how could 
we expect any doctor to go to distraught 
parents and say ‘Ме could have saved him, 
but ...”. Instead, І believe that the time has 
come to regard the ability to father or 
mother offspring no longer as a right, but 
rather a privilege. In short, some kind of 
compulsory sterilisation programme of those 
born with genetically related -physical or 
mental defects should be considered. (By 
mentally defective as well as those born 
severely handicapped, 1 believe the severely 
retarded or grossly educationally sub-normal 
should be included.) 

This again may seem morally reprehen- 
sible to many people, but І beg those who 
think thus to ask themselves: who is the one 
tampering with nature? The present medical 
ethics seek only to preserve life and do not 
take into account the long term genetic effects 
of such preservation. All | have proposed is 
to restore, in some measure, the balance of 
nature. | do not seek to remove the right to 
life from those whom we currently save, but 


merely to protect the long term welfare of 
our race. Any morality that only takes into 
account the short-term benefits to the 
individual, and fails to consider the long-term 
welfare of the people as a whole, is both 
misguided and extremely dangerous. 


POSITIVE BREEDING 


However, it would be pointless to 
implement these proposals on their own 
unless some kind of positive breeding 
scheme is implemented to boost the birth 
rate amongst the more intelligent members 
of society, whom we have seen are dying out. 
Basically what is needed is.a fundamental 
change of attitudes within this stratum of 
society. They have to be made to realise that 
it is their deepest duty to make sure their 
genes survive to ensure our very survival if: 
the future. Obviously in many cases some 
kind of financial and practical aid will have 
to be given to them in order to encourage a 
rise in their birth-rate, but obviously any 
such help must not turn them into spoilt lap- 
dogs. After all, in order to bring out the best 
in theni it is necessary to make life in many 
respects a challenge. How these proposals 
can be put into effect are far beyond the 
scope of this article, and require much 
thought and careful consideration. As I 
previously said, what is above all needed, 
though, is a total change of outlook on life 
within all of society. 

Such a change is more than simply 
desirable; it is fundamentally necessary. It 
has taken tens of thousands of years for us 
to develop to where we now are. In but a 
few decades we could throw it all away and 
descend once again into the abyss of a new 
dark age. Our society and our race is at the 
moment dying, slowly and inexorably. 

To end this article I should like to quote 
William Gayley Simpson on the subject:— 


“Гат convinced to the very marrow of my 
bones that except our country speedily reverses 
the whole course she has been following, unless 
she begins to select severely and learns to look 
up to the thoroughbred, and pays the price, no 
matter how high it comes, for increasing the 
proportion of her most gifted children — we 
shall go under. The hour hand moves on. The 
time still left for us to act grows ever shorter.” 


Secondhand Douglas keed: Nemesis? (Otto 
Strasser biography); A prophet at home 
(spine damaged). Pair £9 (inc. Р & Р). 
Jack Ellis, 46 Burghley Road, London NW5 
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BUILDING YOUR LOCAL BRANCH (Мо. 7) 


Rudiments of branch organisation 


A political party is as good as the skill and thoroughness with 
which it is organised. That may seem such an obvious truism as 
hardly to need stating. It must constantly be stated, however, as it is 
often forgotten. 

The organisation of a local branch is not a highly complex and 
difficult undertaking, at least at the present stage of the party’s 
development. It is necessary, however, that certain essentials of 
organisation are observed. 

Branch organisation exists at two levels: on the one hand, there 
is the clerical level — the bookwork, such as the keeping of records 
and accounts and the maintenance of correspondence and circularis- 
ation; the other level is the active level, which means the deployment 
of branch activists in the most efficient way whereby they can fulfil 
their tasks of activity. 


ROLES OF SECRETARY AND TREASURER 


At the clerical level the chief responsibility lies with the Branch 
Secretary, but an important role is also played by the Branch 
Treasurer, with whom the Secretary must work in close collaboration. 
Sometimes at the formative stage of a branch, when it is still very 
small -nd helpers аге in short supply, the positions of Secretary and 
Treasurer are held by the same person, but the party does not regard 
this as an ideal situation and branches are encouraged, when practical, 
to divide these two responsibilities between two people. 

The ideal choice of Secretary 15 a member who has some 
secretarial experience in his or her occupation. Most people who 
have worked in offices have a basic grasp of the sort of administrative 
tidiness and order that is needed for the task. 

The principal tasks of the Branch Secretary are:— 

(1) The keeping of the names and addresses of all branch 

members. 

(2) The circularisation of those members, when required, with 
all notices and bulletins issued by the branch. 

Attending to all branch correspondence. 

The keeping of any other branch records, such as copies of 
correspondence when these are considered necessary, reports 
of activities, press cuttings, files on local political organis- 
ations and individuals — as well as on local issues of 
importance to the branch, etc. 


(3) 
(4) 


BASIC EQUIPMENT 


Two items are essential before a local branch of the party can be 
‚ regarded as efficiently organised and locally credible. These аге: a 
stock of printed headed notepaper with the name, not only of the 
party, but also of the branch, anda typewriter in reasonable condition 
with regard to its type-face. Headed notepaper is тої an expensive 
item to obtain. In the initial stages, when resources are very small 
and the quantity of notepaper needed also small, the notepaper can 
be produced by use of a cut-out of the party name obtained from 
НО notepaper and pasted onto a plain background, with the addition 
of the words ‘’. . . Branch” printed below by letrasetting process 
(obtainable from a stationer’s in almost any town). Photocopies can 
then be made from this original to whatever quantity required. This 
process, however, becomes uneconomic once we get into quantities 
of hundreds of sheets of notepaper. Then it is best to have the 
notepaper properly printed. For this sort of job, the older letterpress 
printing method is preferable to the more modern offset-litho 
procedure, as the amount of composing required of the printer will 
be very small and cheaper than the cost of a lithographic plate. 

The party encourages its branches to obtain an official local 
address, which, if available, should be printed on the notepaper. The 
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home or business address of a member is quite acceptable for this 
purpose but if no members are prepared to provide such a service a 
post office box can be obtained at a modest yearly fee. Once the 
branch has a local address that can be made public, it has made a 
great psychological step forward, as local people will feel that the 
party organisation is close to them instead of far away. | 

Likewise, the party will appear far more efficient if correspon- 
dence is typewritten rather than hand-written. It is important in 
every letter typed to ensure that the date and name and address of 
the addressee are typed at the top, the latter always on the left-hand 
side, and that the letter contains no spelling mistakes. Usually we 
find that branch secretaries are fairly competent at spelling but 
should this not be the case every letter being sent to anyone outside 
the party should be vetted for spelling before it is posted. 

For the purpose of issuing notices and bulletins to members, it 
is desirable eventually to obtain.a duplicating machine. New machines 
are, however, expensive and the branch is better advised to wait to. 
obtain a sound second-hand model. Pending the availability of such 
a model, notices and bulletins can be copied out by use of a local 
photo-copying service. The latter method is economic while quantities 
required are small but becomes uneconomic when quantities are large. 

In areas where two or more branches are situated in close 
proximity to one another it can sometimes be practical to pool 
resources of this kind, rather as neighbouring farmers establish co- 
operatives to obtain and share expensive machinery. 

The keeping of the records of members’ names and addresses is 
a simple operation and requires no further explanation. It must 
always be borne in mind, however, that this is confidential information 
which it is most desirable not to allow to get into the hands of 
bodies outside the party. The Organiser must therefore, in appointing 
a Secretary, be confident, not only of that person’s ability to do the 
job, but also of their loyalty, reliability and discretion. 

Equally simple and self-explanatory is the function of the 
Branch Treasurer. This consists of the keeping of the branch’s 
financial records and the banking and/or custody of all monies 
coming into the branch. One does not have to be a fully qualified 
accountant to perform this duty; it can be performed by anyone 
who has an elementary understanding of office or household book- 
keeping. What is vital to the role of Treasurer is financial honesty. 


ORGANISATION OF BRANCH ACTIVITY 


In approaching the task of the more general organisation of the 
branch, and in particular the organisation for active tasks, two 
essentials should first be grasped and applied. 

The first is that the Organiser should have in possession — or 
within easy access by liaison with the Secretary — an up-to-date and 
comprehensive list of all members, together with all information as 
to the ways in which those members can, and are prepared to, assist 
the branch. This will include all those members prepared to turn out 
for branch activities, any members prepared to assist the branch in 
other practical ways, such as the rendering of specific services, 
members who possess particular qualifications or professional skills 
that may be of use to the branch and members who possess particular 
amenities or equipment that may be of use to the branch. Where 


members are not in a position to turn out for activities or render any 


practical services but can and will contribute to the branch financially, 
these also should be carefully recorded. 

The second essential, running corollary to the above, is that 
branch organisation must be devoted to keeping every member's 
interest alive. Retention of existing members is at least as important 
as winning new members, and there is little useful in achieving the 
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latter objective if those new members lose interest in the party after 
a short time and fade out. 

This means that branch activities, projects and enterprises can 
be valuable if their sole result is to keep members’ interest alive and 
they achieve no other political objective. Quite obviously, if we can 
achieve a political objective and sustain and stimulate members’ 
interest in the same operation, so much the better, but where this is 
not possible the mere achievement of satisfying branch members is 
worthwhile in itself. 

Remember, a branch which only increases its membership by 10 
per-cent yearly but does not lose any ‘significant number of members 
is of more long-term value to the party than a branch which wins 
new members very rapidly but loses its old members equally rapidly. 
The latter will be like a bath with the tap on and the plug out! 

There are two essential rules that must be followed in organising 
the branch so as to retain members’ interest. In the case of members 
who are active, branch activities must be varied and not concentrated 
on just one or two fronts. In previous sections we have stressed the 
importance of leafletting and, even more, of paper sales. Some 
members enjoy these activities and are quite content just to go on 
performing them week after week. Some others, however, will get 
bored if these are the limits of activity and will want greater variation. 

We have of course already mentioned in another section the 
importance of the regular branch meeting, which does provide a part 
of the variation required, but that itself is not enough. Further 
activities, including social and recreational activities, are also vital. 
We will deal with these in more detail in a later section. The point 
here is to underline the importance, psychologically speaking, of a 
varied active programme. 


KEEPING CONTACT WITH ALL MEMBERS 


Regular activists, of course, provide the central and crucial 
nucleus of the branch. Others, however, who are not regularly active. 
if active at all, should not be forgotten. They contribute to the party 
by paying their yearly subscription and some of them contribute 
voluntary donations as well. Some also come to swell the attendance 
at branch meetings. 

It is essential that the branch maintains regular contact with this 
category of member — and by contact we do not just mean messages 
through the post but personal and human contact as well. 

This means that all branch members who do not regularly 
attend branch activities or come to branch meetings must be regularly 
visited. 

These visits should not as a rule be less than once every three 
months. If possible they should be even more frequent. 

Obviously, this operation is easiest if those doing the visiting 
have their own means of transport and/or if the catchment area of 
the branch is small and the population concentrated. Larger and 
more scattered areas may necessitate visits being less frequent and in 
this case it is helpful if members to be visited are on the telephone so 
that those visiting them сап ring them first to ensure that they will 
be at home and are not otherwise occupied. 

The Organiser himself (or herself) is obviously the best person 
to make these visits, but as a branch grows in size it becomes a very 
heavy burden to maintain a regular visiting system without some 
extra help from other persons. The persons selected for this task 
should obviously be personable, pleasant and with an ability to talk 
and especially to convey enthusiasm. 

For the chief purposes of such visits are: (1) to sell party 
literature to those members who do not otherwise have the oppor- 
tunity to buy it; (2) to obtain, where possible, donations to branch 
funds: (3) also to obtain, once at the turn of each year, the members’ 
subscriptions; (4) to ‘chat’ to each member about the progress of the 
branch, what it has been doing and what it aims to do and generally 
to maintain the member’s enthusiasm and interest. 

Branches that regularly maintain this visiting system are able to 
maintaina high rate of literature sales and retain most of their members 
year by year; branches which fail to operate the system are liable to 
have а high drop-out rate among members at the end of the year when 


subscription renewal time comes and many members do not feel 
sufficiently “in touch” with the party to continue their membership. 


DECENTRALISATION 


There is another important aspect of branch organisation that is 
liable to crop up if the branch begins to grow large and particularly 
if it covers a large geographical area. This is the decentralisation of 
the activities programme. 

For many members, travelling to activities takes time and 
money, either or both of which may be in short supply — and this 
applies particularly if the branch covers a very large city area or a 
county. In these cases it is often a good thing to organise paper sales 
and leafletting, for instance, on a localised basis in which activists 
can operate in small teams in their own neighbourhoods rather than 
travel right across the city or county for a central activity. The time 
thus saved on travelling is time that can be given to extra activity, 
while the money saved is money that could be given to branch funds. 
Putting it another way, one may be able to get certain members 
involved in activities close to their own homes whereas one could 
not get them involved in more centralised activities because they 
cannot afford the constant travel. 

Always important to this procedure is the existence in each’ 
local team of at least one activist who can thoroughly be relied upon 
to show the necessary staying power and initiative to turn out and 
lead activities in his or her area without direct supervision from the 
Branch Organiser in person. 

Thus may a branch remain one unit for administrative purposes 
and stay under one final authority — that of the Branch Organiser — 
as well as continuing to hold one monthly branch meeting and 
engage in major activities as one active formation — but disperse its 
forces for the purpose of the smaller scale routine activities of the 
kind that have to be carried out every week and sometimes more 


‘than once a week. 


DELEGATION 


Coming to the more general side of branch organisation, it 
cannot be stressed too strongly how important it is for the Organiser 
to delegate work and responsibility — always providing of course 
that the delegation is to capable and reliable assistants. At this stage 
of the party’s development the position of Branch Organiser has to 
be an unpaid one. This means of course that unless the Organiser is 
either retired or living on a private income he or she will have to be 
engaged in a normal occupation aside from political activities and 
will therefore have to fit those activities into leisure hours. 

If the Organiser is a single person with no other spare-time 
interests, it is possible for such a person to undertake a very heavy 
burden of work, but even this has its limits and at a certain point 
extra help must be called in. If, as is very often the case, the Organiser 
cannot give an unlimited portion of off-duty hours to the party, for 
reasons of home commitments or other spare-time interests, the 
point at which delegation becomes necessary is reached much sooner. 
In these circumstances, unless delegation is practised there is a real 
danger that in time the Organiser may reach the point of exhaustion, 
or otherwise risk family breakdown due to insufficient attention to 
other duties. 

It is tempting for an Organiser, if he feels that a particular task 
can better be done personally than by delegating it to another, to do 
it himself and not to delegate. In the long run, however, it is better 
to delegate tasks even at the cost of some small sacrifice of efficiency 
than so to overload oneself that one day one wakes up to find one has 
to give up the Organiser’s job completely or land in the divorce court 
or local hospital! In that case the branch could well collapse through 
no adequate substitute Organiser being available. 

Our struggle as а party 1$ а long one; victory is not going to be 
won overnight. It is essential that those who commit themselves to this 
struggle ‘pace themselves’ as a long-distance runner does on the track, 
not risking premature exhaustion by trying to go too fast too soon. 
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BUILDING YOUR LOCAL BRANCH 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


The Organiser has to be a thinker and a planner. He or she has 
always to be looking forward, above and beyond immediate party 
tasks and chores, to new ways and new ideas for advancing the party. 
This is not easy if one becomes mentally and physically stale and 
tired by having one’s mind and time clogged up by routine party 
tasks. It is therefore а good-practice always when one finds a branch 
member reasonably capable of doing a job to pass that job onto 


them so as to free oneself for other things. This is the secret of good 
organisation and good leadership. 

We have entitled this section ‘Rudiments of branch organisation’. 
Of course as the party and its branches develop in size and political 
importance and influence local organisation will become more 
complex and more sophisticated, requiring a much higher level of 
professionalism and attention to detail. Such a stage we will leave to 
a later series of instruction. Here we are concerned with first things 
first, and the things we have spoken about in this section are the 
primary ones that will confront an Organiser as he or she proceeds to 
build the local branch from scratch. 


The CIA 


by PHILIP BAKER 


_ A FIFTH COLUMN ON 
BRITISH SOIL 


RECENT ALLEGATIONS about the involve- 
ment of the US Central Intelligence Agency 
in the smuggling of arms from America to 
the IRA reads like a script of an episode of 
ГУ “Тһе Professionals”. But taken in 
conjunction with the publicly known facts 
about the past activities of this organisation 
elsewhere and instances of its role in the UK, 
these allegations become somewhat less 
fantastic. 

Many Britons think of the US as an ally 
and close friend. The very suggestion that 
their top intelligence agency would be 
involved in activities to supply sophisticated 
weaponry designed to kill British servicemen 
and policemen would. be received with 
scepticism. Less so that the same agency 
keeps British citizens and political insti- 
tutions under surveillance. 

But it is a fact that successive Tory and 
Labour governments have consented for not 
only the CIA, but also the ultra-secret 
National Security Agency (whose initials 
reputedly stand for “Never Say Anything”), 
to mount extensive intelligence activities in 
the UK — ostensibly to combat Soviet 
Intelligence and protect US ‘installations. 
The Government Communications HQ at 
Cheltenham, recently the subject of a wide- 
ranging penetration by a Soviet “то”, is 
run jointly with NSA which, since the US 
government bears the main financial burden, 
means for all practical purposes American 
control. 

Our own МІ5 and MI6 departments 
together with their Special Branch police 
arm also “со-орегае” with the CIA and 
NSA. But again, considering the size and 
extent of the US effort, this so-called “со- 
operation” has probably resulted іп the 
under-funded and. under-staffed British 
services being to all intents and purposes 
controlled, or at least closely monitored, by 


the US agencies. Theoretically, areas of 


restriction exist where certain of our material 
is for “British eyes only” but undoubtedly 
the CIA has overcome this hurdle via the 
“old boy” network. 
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If assistance and co-operation to prevent 
overlapping in combatting Soviet intelligence 
Operations were as far as this went, there 
might be a case to be made out for such 
close working associations between the two 
anti-Communist states. But unfortunately 
CIA operations in Britain are not confined 
to anti-Communist activities. The agency 
also keeps а close eye on British political life 
and institutions. АП the major political 
parties have probably been penetrated by 
the CIA, as they have in other countries, and 
some of the minor groupings as well, for 
instance the National Front between 1976 
and 1979 when it was challenging the 
Liberals for third-party status. In the case of 
the major parties this is done by means of 
informers recruited from among MPs. Peter 
Bessell, the former Liberal MP involved in the 
Jeremy Thorpe case, claimed he was a part- 
time agent for the CIA while in Parliament. 
CIA surveillance on British politicians has 
allegedly even spread as far as No. 10, notably 
during the premiership of Harold Wilson. 


HELP TO 1.К.А. 


The CIA’s close links with the British 
security services on the one hand and their 
apparent support for Irish terrorists on the 
other is bound to lead to a leakage of British 
information and security procedures. How 
else could the IRA become so well informed 
about British intentions? 

US policy over Ireland, originating with 
President Carter, has been to stop the “‘legal”’ 
flow of arms and money to the IRA. Like 
Carter, President Reagon has paid lip service 
to this policy. But with more than 25 
million people of Irish descent, including the 
President himself, it is likely that, while 
diplomatically maintaining good relations 


PRESIDENT REAGAN 
Not stopped help to terrorists 


а дана 


with Britain, the American government has 
unofficially authorised a covert CIA operation 
to assist the IRA in obtaining what arms it 
wants and getting them shipped. It is also 
likely that on an official level a great deal of 
pressure has been applied to Whitehall to 
“go casy” in Ulster, which would certainly 
account fdr government — pussy-footing 
tactics in the province. 
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Many people might ask why, if 
smoothing the path of the IRA arms 
smugglers is a covert CIA operation, the case 


of the Noraid four was ever allowed to come: 


to trial. The answer lies in the intense inter- 
agency rivalry which has plagued the 
American secret state since the days of J. 
Edgar Hoover, who originally hoped to 
incorporate the CIA into his FBI “етрие”. 
The CIA is responsible for intelligence 
gathering outside the US and the FBI for 
federal crime fighting within its boundaries. 
It is inevitable that the work of the two 
sometimes overlaps, as in the present situ- 
ation. Both agencies have their individual 
aims and usually insist on pursuing them to 
the bitter end, regardless of whether they 
upset the activities of the other. 

How will the apparent close surveillance 
of Britain’s political life affect the develop- 
ment of British nationalism? Many would say 
“not at all”, since it is a widely held belief 
that the US government supports “right- 
wing” movements as anti-Communist, and 
would point to American backing for such 
organisations in South America and Asia. 
But it must be remembered that the CIA is the 


guardian not only ef. the interests of the US 
but also of the financial-industrial complex 
that really runs the country. Any movement 
that runs counter to the interests of either 
would be regarded as just as much an enemy 
as one that supported the Soviet Union. 


HOSTILE TO BRITISH 
NATIONALISM - 


The US is likely to take particular 
exception to many British nationalist aims 
to assert our nation’s independence and 


freedom of action rather than continuing to’ 


serve as a US “client state”, as at present. 
Not only would this apply in respect of 
Northern Ireland but also withdrawal from 
NATO, GATT, the UN and the EEC, and 
most particularly the racial policies which 
are the cornerstone of the movement. It is 
not just Left-wing governments that become 
the targets of CIA executive action. Though 
South Africa has what might be termed a 
“right-wing” government, the US does its 
best to pressurise that country’s leadership 
to “‘liberalise’ the policy of separate develop- 
ment of the races. When Britain pulled out 


The race factor 


WPC Maureen Martin of Teesside Con- 
stabulary was a first class policewoman. 
Her career and life were ruined when she 
went with a colleague to arrest David Lewis 
at his home in Gateshead. Lewis blasted 
WPC Martin with a sawn-off shotgun and 
paralysed her for life — a life she will now 
spend in a wheelchair. 

But very little of Lewis's life will be 
affected. At Teesside Crown Court he was 
jailed for a mere 8 years, of which he may 
do less than 6. : 

This incredibly soft sentence was passed 
by Judge Mr. Justice Glidewell after Lewis 
had been acquitted on the main charge of 
attempted murder on the strength of his 
plea that the gun went off ‘by accident’. 


David Lewis 


Detective Martin 


How did Lewis get off the hook? Could 
race be anything to do with it? No mention 
of the gunman’s ethnic background was 
made in any of the reports of the case but 
some guide as to the truth may be obtained 
from a glance at his photograph, reprod- 
uced here. Does Lewis look British? Does 
he look White? What do you think? 
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of Rhodesia in 1965 the CIA worked hard to 
bring down the Smith government by 
ferreting out details of the sanctions-busting 
schemes through informers inside the 
Rhodesian Front party. 

So the US government and its executive 
arm, the CIA, would obviously have a vested 
interest in preventing the coming to power 
of a racial-nationalist government in Britain. 
A party such as the BNP, with its: radical 
leadership structure, would be difficult to 
penetrate physically on a desirable level, but 
when it begins to challenge the mainstream 
parties seriously there will undoubtedly be 
attempts at subversion, possibly by way of 
prominent defectors from the main parties. 

CIA surveillance of British political life 
and its influence in the British security 


services would make the rise to роўе? 


difficult and the task of governing of a 
future racial-nationalist government that 
much harder to begin with. But British 
nationalists are determined that their country 
will be neither a multi-racial state, a province 
of the European Community, a Soviet-style 
republic nor the 51st state of the American 
Union. That is what the struggle is all about. 


All patriots should read 


CANDOUR 


The British Views Letter 
founded by 
A. K. Chesterton 


Published by Candour Publishing Co. 
Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 


100-199 copies: 21p ea.; 
(For advice on postal rates, please contact 
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betters 


SIR: May I reply to the letter from Mr. 
Ryan in the November issue, which largely 
blamed the National Socialist image for 
the failure of Nationalism to achieve any 
real degree of power in post-war Britain. 

First I would like to deal with Mr. 
Ryan's suggestion that National Socialism 
was а “cruel and vulgar phenomenon. ” 
The alternative to National Socialism (1 
take it that Mr. Ryan, like myself, rejects 
Communism) is ‘Democracy’. It is Dem- 
ocracy has caused the proliferation of sex 
shops, pornography, wife-swapping and the 
glofication of Sodomites — yet Mr. Ryan 
has the effrontery to refer to National Soc- 
ialism as vulgar! I wonder whether he has 
really thought about it or whether he 
regards these things I have listed as not 
really harmful! 

Democracy can teach National Social- 
ism a thing or two about cruelty as well. It 
is Democracy that has imposed millions of 
primitive people upon those of our folk who 
are least able to defend themselves. It is 
this same Democracy that causes our people 
to fear stepping outside their doors lest they 
be beaten and robbed by some savage, and 
it is Democracy which, when such folk 
complain about that state of affairs, un- 

_ leashes full-blooded phychological warfare 
upon them and browbeats them as ‘racists’. 
It is also Democracy that throws people 
into jail if they dare offer their houses for 
sale to people of their own kind. Democ- 
racy is in fact very cruel and vulgar in 
practice. 

The reason that people like Sir Douglas 
Bader did not take part in any Nationalist 
revolutionary movement has nothing to do 
whatsoever with ‘National Socialism’, 
crue] and vulgar or otherwise. Nor did Sir 
Douglas or those like him fight ‘against 
Nazism’ ог ‘for Democracy’. They simply 
fought for their country because they had 
been persuaded it was in danger. 

If Mr. Ryan believes that association 
with ‘Nazism’ is the cause of the failure of 
Nationalist parties to achieve greater succ- 
ess, how does he explain the even greater 
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failure of the British Democratic Party, 
whose leader, Tony Reed Herbert, never 
espoused National Socialism but, on the 
contrary, repudiated it? How does he ex- 
plain that Tory MP Harvey Proctor was rec- 
ently referred to on BBC radio as having 
racial views “the same as Nazis’, although 
he, like Reed Herbert, has always taken 
care not to acknowledge such connections? 
The truth is, Mr. Ryan, that anyone 
who accepts the paramount importance of 
race and fights for his race (providing he is 
White) is going to get labelled as a ‘Nazi’. 


The media have decided this. It’s about 
time you realised it. 
RAY HILL 
Leicester 


SIR: I have followed the Bader debate with 
great interest. In my opinion the debaters 
overlook one possible factor: the psychol- 
ogical one. 

I can only observe that with people like 
Bader a sort of ‘shutter’ seems to descend 
on their otherwise very lucid minds when it 
comes to certain matters. Maybe it is the 
social appetite which craves for establish- 
ment approval on political questions. 

Possibly it is that the advanced, civil- 
ised Anglo-Saxon is being exploited by the 
very system he has helped to create in the 
first place. To the average, honest British 
mind it seems simply incomprehensible that 
our country is being ruled by traitors and 
their puppets. 

І.В. TAYLOR 
Williton, Somerset 


SIR: I can relate a small experience which 
perhaps tells us a lot about the state of this 
country. 

I was out shopping in Manchester rec- 
ently and decided to go for a quick coffee 
before setting off home. 

As І sat down, a commotion erupted 
outside the cafe. І turned and saw, to my 
amazement, about 20 to so Blacks smash- 
ing a jeweller’s shop window opposite. The 
glass broke and the Blacks helped them- 
sel¥es to the contents of the shop. 

[ got up and went outside the cafe and 
gave chase to one of the Blacks. І finally 
caught him and grabbed him by his coat 
but he got free again as I fell and duly es- 
caped. 

When І got back to the cafe а man 
grabbed me by the arm and said: “You 
shouldn’t have tried-to do anything.” І 
replied that he should be ashamed of him- 
self (making sure the whole cafe heard). 
“You sit there,” І said, “while those peo- 
ple are tearing the place apart.” He just 
looked bemused and sat down. 

The next day | looked at the papers to 
see what they had to say about the inci- 
dent. There was not a single word. The 
aliens must have snatched thousands of 


pounds worth of jewellery but it seemed 
that this did not warrant being regarded as 
news. 
Р. WEIGH 
Warrington, Ches. 


SIR: Approximately 3 months ago, ina 
bottom-of-the-page item, The Daily Tel- 
egraph reported that the Greek Government 
had decreed that any woman who had mar- 
ried a foreigner would forfeit her own nat- 
ionality status in so doing. 

With Britain falling over itself to acc- 
omodate more and more foreigners, isn’t it 
obvious that while our rulers are willing to 
sign away a whole heritage the Greeks — , 
who incidentally were one of the few nat- 
ions out of 21 who declined to sign the 
European Commission document.on ‘human 
rights’ — still practice Demos-kratein: 
government by the will of the people. 
a pity it hasn't reached us yet. 


Itis 


R. COOKE 
Swindon, Wilts. 


SIR: By chance I picked up the May issue 
of Spearhead and read the article ‘Redis- 
covering the martial arts of the West’ with 
profound interest. 

For 25 years I have practised the Orien- 
tal martial arts, and I hold Dan grades in 
Kendo, Judo, Karate and Jodo (stick fight- 
ing). Some years ago І turned professional 
coach, with my own small gym in the local 
town. 

It was not until some time after comm- 
encing studies and training in the Oriental 
martial arts that something created a nag- 
ging feeling of dissatisfaction in my mind. 
It gradually dawned on me that this was 
caused by the unthinking behaviour of my 
colleagues, who adopted the terminology 
and habits of the Oriental teachers; some 
actually spoke broken English when instruct- 
ing their classes, while others shaved their 
eyebrows to a slant! 

This blind veneration of Orientals began 
to become ludicrous to my way of thinking 
and І began to look around and compare 
the arts of the Orient to those of Britain and 
Europe. It was soon obvious that for every 
Oriental art, martial or otherwise, Europe 
had its own equivalent -- plus a naturally 
more understandable spiritual approach. It 
is this European approach that has been 
badly obscured by neglect. 

Гат willing to wager that such names 
as James Figg, Jack Broughton and Tom 
Cribb have no meaning for today’s martial 
arts enthusiasts, although these British bare 
knuckle fighters were using and developing 
Karate techniques in the 17th Century. 
Anybody watching wrestling of the West- 
moreland, Cumberland, Lancashire or Corn- 


wall traditions would be struck by the sim- 
ilarity they have to Judo. 
ERIC PLEASANTS 
Wymondham, 


Norfolk 


нЕ Conservative Political Centre, in publishing a 

“discussion pamphlet,’’ might be able to claim on 
being challenged that the views expressed were not official 
policy, but it would have difficulty in showing that those 
who make the policy did not want the topic dealt with in 
the pamphlet discussed, or in rebutting the strong suspicion 
that the controllers must desire the conclusion reached by 
the pamphleteers to become official policy in due course. 
That difficulty would be the greater if the Political Centre 
were disposed to disown responsibiljty for the objectives 
outlined in “А World Security Authority?” Аз Усе 
Admiral Hughes-Hallett, one of the authors, pointed out, 
the pamphlet tries to show that the conception put for- 
ward by the Minister of Defence in the House of Commons 
15 а practicable one. То that extent it is already 
“official”. The conception was the establishment of com- 
prehensive disarmament in a single step, after establishing 
a world security authority, with an international inspec- 
torate and an international police force at its disposal. 
This was, indeed, ‘the perilous lunacy’ expounded by 
Duncan Sandys, and now the Political Centre has allowed 
Hughes-Hallett and his co-authors the opportunity of 
developing the theme in the obvious hope of winning 
political support for it. 


MONSTROUS SILLINESS 


It cannot be said that the pamphleteers are unequal to 
their task, because madness can only be supported by 
madness and these “Conservative” One Worlders are able 
to cram as much sheer insanity into their “argument” as 
any lunatic of the Left. What they propose is that there 
should first be established thé nucleus of a world force to 
garrison areas of potential conflict. At the end of ten 
years the force would have great strength—three million 
men plus nuclear weapons. Then would begin the second 
phase, when the decision would be taken to transfer 
unquestioned military superiority to the world force. What 
in the view of the pamphleteers ‘would facilitate the 
making of that decision, believe it or not, would be that 
in the first ten years the force and its controlling body 
would be put to the acid test of observed practice, so that 
nations could be persuaded that it would never be used 
against rightful national interests. 


I think it is impossible to castigate too severely such 
monstrous silliness, if silliness rather than a cynical con- 
tempt for public opinion be the real explanation of this 
treasonable muck. How in the experience of ten years, or 
a hundred years, or a thousand years, could it be possible 
to say that force would never be used against rightful 
national interests? Moreover, who other than the all- 
powerful force would be allowed to define what is 
“rightful” ? 


WHAT IS A “REGION”? 


These decidedly queer “Tories” advocate that the con- 
trol of the security authority should be vested in the 
Security Council of the United Nations, with a reformed 
voting system so that no major decisions could be taken 
which would be unacceptable to any of the main regions 
of the world. What is meant by “main regions of the 
world?” Is Great Britain to be such a region? Or France? 
Or Italy? Or South Africa? Or New Zealand? If not, 
then clearly they will be regarded as puppet states to be 


ONE-WORLD MADNESS 


bullied and pushed around by representatives of the main 
regions, whatever they may be. It is conceivable that 
Huges-Hallett and his cronies see the earth ten years 
hence divided into regional components of Опе World, out 
of which the components of the regions will be unable to 
contract without incurring the risk of nuclear sanctions 
imposed by the World Government. This would be as 
grievous a tyranny as would be the direct impact of the 
World Government upon member-states not subjected to 
an intermediate regional authority. 


CONTROL WOULD BE ABSOLUTE 


Whichever way the problem is approached, it must be 
clear to anybody except the most hopeless dunderhead 
that a world force of 3,000,000 men armed with nuclear 
weapons would have power of absolute control over all but 
the big boys, and that if there were more than two big 
boys a coalition could either reduce the third to slavery or 
invoke a nuclear war. The medium-sized Powers (and by 
the time the “ Tories” and the Socialists have finished with 
her Great Britain may not even make that grade) will 
already have been enslaved. In effect, of course, a force 
3,000,000 strong, dividing nuclear weapons on a regional 
basis, would be either a body without cohesion, and there- 
fore as liable to make war among themselves as though 
they had not been incorporated to keep the peace—incor- 
porated, that is, to carry out the will of the dominant 
group in control of the authority—or, which is almost 
certainly the real objective of the secret planners—it will 
serve а single master—a tyrannical World Government. 
Either way, the advocacy of such a force, instead of the 
advocacy of a sturdy, reinvigorated British Commonwealth 
and Empire, can only succeed by rendering Britain and 
the British nations overseas impotent. 


Hughes-Hallett said that one difficulty was to convince 
the Iron Curtain countries. Before we go down on our 
knees to offer thanks to Heaven that the Communist 
Empire stands as the guardian of our national independ- 
ence, however, let us at least consider the possibility that 
the Kremlin is standing back only to allow the menace of 
the Soviet threat to soften-up the Western nations and 
help to induce them to surrender their sovereignty to a 
regional authority. Two Worlds would be an obvious 
preliminary to One World, and we have only a mile or so 
so to go before Two Worlds is reached. Meanwhile British 
power is being systematically destroyed. 


DANGER IS REAL 


It should be the duty of Conservatives to conserve that 
power, instead of supporting schemes for its complete 
elimination. Even so, we should not blame Hughes- 
Hallett & Co. for their hack-work in a vile cause without 
remembering that Macmillan, Sandys, Churchill are among 


the local leaders of that cause, together with the entire 
Labour and Liberal Party leadership. We Loyalists may 
think that in fighting so evil a design we face forces too 
formidable to be overcome, but we can at least console 
ourselves with the thought that for argument our enemies 
have to fall back upon the stark lunacies conjured out of 
the brain of a Hughes-Hallett. The danger, nevertheless, 


is very real. A. K. CHESTERTON 


This article was first printed in October 1958 in CANDOUR, Forest 
House, Liss Forest, Hants, to which we give acknowledgements. 
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New recordings 
now available! 


BNP Recordings are pleased to announce 
two new cassettes which will be available 
from early in the new year. These are: — 


RALLY '82 


This recording features speeches made at 
the British National Party rally in London on 
October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘Unite and fight for Britain’s future!’. 

On side 1 of the cassette are recordings 
of the speeches by Charles Parker and Ray 
Hill; on side 2 is the closing speech by John 
Tyndall. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS (II) 


This cassette features the 4th and Sth of 
a series of specially recorded talks by John 
Tyndall, made in a studio employing Hi-fi 
equipment. The talks are:— 

Side 1: The case for nationalism. Іп this 
talk the BNP leader demolishes the most 
frequently used arguments employed in 
opposition to the nationalist idea and urges 
that that idea is now essential to Britain’s 
survival. 

Side 2: Tragedy of the 20th Century. In 
this recording Tyndall speaks of World War II 
and its ruinous consequences for Britain and 
the West. 

Both these talks provide ideal instruc- 
tional material for educating young people in 
nationalism. 


We also remind everyone of two other 
recordings still available which have proved 
very popular. These are: — 


VOICES OF NATIONALISM 


Side 1 of this cassette features recordings 
of parts of the speeches made at the Nationalist 
Unity rally in London on September Sth 
1981. Hear John Tyndall, Ray Hill, Kenneth 
McKilliam, Len Bearsford Walker and others. 

Side 2 consists of the third of the series 
of specially recorded talks by John Tyndall 
entitled The coming British revolution. In this 
talk Tyndall exposes the fraud of the political 
system masquerading as ‘democracy’ and 
outlines vital changes needed to raise the level 
of British political leadership. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS (I) 


The first two recorded talks of a series 
by the BNP leader. These are: — 

Side 1: Our Anglo-Saxon heritage. This 
talk is about the great world-wide heritage of 
the Anglo-Saxon-Celtic peoples and calls for 
their unity. 

Side 2: Britain’s economic crisis. Tyndall 
speaks about the breakdown of the British 
economy over a long period and calls for a 
new economic policy based on economic 
nationalism. 


Cassettes now cost £3.50 each — plus 
16%p for postage. All orders should be sent 
to: BNP Recordings, Вох 115, Hove, Е. 
Sussex ВМЗ 3SB. 


LEAGUE REVIEW 


For a new view on human affairs read 
League Review, journal of the League of St. 
George. This is a 24-page pictorial magazine 
costing 45p. Subscription rate is £5 for 8 
issues (British Isles). Por sample send 60p to: 
League Review, 9/11 Kensington High Street, 
London W8 5МР. 
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_ponse from our readers. 


time. 


lication for the next few issues. 


financial position is to be sustained. 


Villas, Hove, Sussex. 


OBITUARY 
JOHN O'BRIEN 


John O’Brien, one of Britain’s best 
known nationalists, died from a heart attack 
at his home in Shrewsbury on the 21st Sep- 
tember. We would have reported his death 
sooner had we been informed of it earlier. 

John O’Brien joined the National Front 
in 1970 after having previously been active 
on behalf of the British Defence League, a 
largely Powellite organisation. After a 
spell as office manager, he became NF 
Chairman in 1971, later to leave the party 
with a number of Directorate members and 
form the National Independence Party, the 
life of which was short. Meeting John Tyn- 
dall seven years afterwards, he expressed 
regret that the two men had become polit- 
ically estranged by that action and he gave 
his wholehearted support to the setting up in 
1980 of the British National Party. He 
enlisted as a BNP member and proceded to 
promote and recruit for the party in the 
Shropshire area to the maximum extent 
possible bearing in mind his worsening heart 
condition. 

Although we have at times disagreed 
with Mr. O’Brien, we have never doubted 
his patriotism or political sincerity, nor 
his dedication to the cause of his country 
as he saw it. We greatly regret his passing, 
both as a colleague and as a friend. 

We feel that all our readers will join 
with us in expressing our condolences to 
his wife, Barbara — also a loyal Nationalist 
who has served our cause well. 


FINE RESPONSE | 
TO OUR APPEAL 


The special emergency appeal made in Spearhead has met with a fine res- 
Donations poured in quickly following the appeal and 
some of these reflected extreme generosity on the part of the donors — particu- 
larly so near to Christmas, when everyone's expenses tend to rise. І shall be 
eternally grateful to these people for helping to keep us afloat at а most difficult 


The amount raised ensures that we shall not lack the means to continue pub- 
In order, however, for publication to be assured 
well into 1983, we are keeping this special appeal open for one further month. 
After that we will revert to our normal monthly appeal, to which it is most im- 
portant that we continue to receive a regular response if the improvement in our 


Thank you again, all who have sent in contributions in December. Any con- 
tributions that readers are able to send in in January will be most appreciated. 
Please make your cheques out to Spearhead and send them to 52 Westbourne 


...but more needed 


JOHN TYNDALL ¢ Editor) 


PRICE RISE 


We draw our readers’ attention to a. 
rise in the price of Spearhead, which takes 
effect from the new year. Henceforth 
single copies will cost 40p each. The cost 
of subscriptions to readers in the British 
Isles will rise to £6.75. For other subscrip- 
tion rates and rates for bulk purchases, 
please see the form on page 15. 

This price rise has been necessitated by 
continually rising production costs, as well 
as our desire in the future to rely to the 
very minimum on Jonations to sustain us in 
publication. 

If readers compare our new price with 
those of other British Nationalist journals of 
similar size and standard of production, it 
will be appreciated that we still offer good 
value for money. 


Д————— 


Thanks! 


The Editor and Mrs. Tyndall would 
like to take this opportunity of sending 
their thanks to all those readers and suppor- 
ters who sent them greetings cards for Yule- 
tide 1982. Mr. and Mrs. Tyndall do send 
a small number of cards themselves at this 
time of the year to especially close coll- 
eagues and friends. As far as the remain- 
der are concerned, it is hoped that this 
notice will be accepted as a token of app- 
reciation. 

We would at the same time like to wish 
all our readers and supporters a happy and 
prosperous 1983. 


The rise of the British National Party in 
Manchester has been one of the outstanding 
success stories of 1982. 

The Nationalist movement in the Man- 
chester area was in a total shambles follow- 
ing the disintegration of the National Front 
at the end of the 1970s, with Manchester 
Nationalists splitting into several factions, 
some continuing to support the old Front, 
some supporting the New. NF, some British 
Movement and some the National Socialist 
Party of the United Kingdom. There was 
also a residue of old Mosley supporters in 
‘the area. 

The task of getting the New National 
Front established in Manchester was for 
some considerable time herojcally borne by 
Mrs. Elizabeth Shoreman, who strove val- 
1ап у to recruit a team of supporters but 
who was repeatedly let down and left to do 
almost everything herself. Mrs. Shoreman 
proved a lady of exceptional determination, 
however, and did not give up. Gradually 
through her example and persistence an 
organisation — albeit a small one — began 
to take shape. 

The movement really began to move in 
Manchester, however, when the New NF 


YOUNG NATIONALIST 


Read Young Nationalist the paper for 
youth published on behalf of the Youth 


Section of the British National Party. 
Send 20p for sample copy to: 16 Vale 
Lodge, Perry Vale, London S.E.23. 


Read NEW FRONTIER 


Voice of British Nationalism 


You can obtain single copies of New Frontier 
by paying a subscription of £3.40 for 12 
issues (for subscribers in the British Isles). 
For subscribers overseas the rate is £4.00 for 
12 issues (surface mail). 

If you wish to obtain New Frontier іп: 
bulk for redistribution, the rates are: — 


10 copies £1.20 + 32p post 

25 copies £2.70 + 94р post 

50 copies £4.80 + £1.57 post 
100 copies £8.40 +£1.90 post 
150 copies £12.00 + £2.10 post 
200 copies £15.00 + £2.25 post 
300 copies £21.00 + £2.55 post 
400 copies £26.40 + £2.80 post 
500 copies £32.00 ) Bulk rates 

1,000 copies £62.00 ) by roadline 


All cheques or postal orders should be 
made out to New Frontier, PO Box 115, 
Hove, E. Sussex BN3 3SB. Please keep orders 
and enquiries for New Frontier totally 
separate from other correspondence in order 
to avoid delay and confusion. 


merged with other groups to form the British 
National Party in April 1982. The BNP 
object of unifying Nationalists, while not 
yet succeeding in all areas, has succeeded 
to a great degree in Manchester. Gradually 
the followers of the previously separate fac- 
tions came together and agreed to work as 
one under the BNP. A most valuable rec- 
ruit was Mr. Gordon Gee, who came over 
from the now virtually defunct Union Move- 
ment of the late Sir Oswald Mosley. Mr. 
Gee filled the vaccuum that had existed for 
some time, that of Branch Organiser, for 
which position no suitable candidate had 
hitherto been found. Popular with the local 
activists and radiating a spirit of great en- 
thusiasm, Mr. Gee has been instrumental in 
bringing in new supporters and greatly rais- 
ing morale among Nationalists in the area. 
The local unit has now grown to the point 
at which it has qualified for full branch 
status, which will be conferred upon it in 
the new year. There are now regular liter- 
ature sales and leafletting and attendances 
at branch meetings sometimes top forty in 
number. 

One such meeting took place when BNP 
party leader John Tyndall visited the branch 
on the 7th December. Asa result of the 
meeting, several in attendance who hitherto 
had not committed themselves to be mem- 
bers have now undertaken to do so. 

The emergence of the British National 


_ been kept alvo Е е 


ре 
yalty of its most steadied readers and уе 
generosity of particular supporters who have made sacrifices from out < 
their own pockets to help us continue in print. 


Manchester BNP gets on 


the map 


Party as the dominant Nationalist force in 
Greater Manchester, together with its att- 
ainment of a similar position on Merseyside, 
the other major North Western population 
centre, means that it has captured the two 
main bastions of the North West region, and 
should in the future be in an excellent pos- 
ition to dominate the region as a whole, 
penetrating into the coastal and textile 
towns North of the Merseyside /Manchester 
axis, where so far it has not yet been able 
to obtain a strong foothold. 

A number of fine people have contribu- 
ted to this achievement in Manchester but 
we have mentioned the names of Mrs. Eliz- 
abeth Shoreman and Gordon Gee as deserv- 
ing particular recognition. Also worthy of 
mention is Italian-born Joe lozzia, who 
has given sterling service as an activist and 
has travelled all over the country to support 
activities elsewhere. 

Spearhead starts 1983 with a message of 
congratulations to Manchester BNP for its 
achievements in the previous year and for 
the perseverence of its earlier pioneers who 
made that achievement possible. 


папарам. “has а 


Many former readers have felt unable to renew ‘ther subscriptions - 
because of unemployment and the consequent need for financial econ mies. | 
We have also had to sustain considerable losses in bulk sales as а result of © 

_ the present division among British Nationalist groups. — 

These factors have made us all the more dependent upon the donations З 

we can obtain from our Small сисе of committed майна і We can f 


to continue in г publication. 

We remind all those making financial donations that it it is ot | 
to send receipts automatically except for sums of £10 or over. This i 
to save the time оГ! our гога stant and economise on portaa a t 
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‘Great’ Britain 198 


by JOHN COPE 


When children cannot read or write 
Or add up two and two, 

They sit and watch TV all night; 
(There’s “nothing else to do!”’) 


They cannot speak a foreign tongue, 
And hardly know their own! 

They have to hear their records “sung” 
In transatlantic tone. 


The way to talk, to spell, behave, 
Won’t help the child to earn, 

So what a lot of time we save 

If these he needn't learn! 


The ‘“‘Teacher’s Training Colleges” 
Have thrown such things away, ` 
Assuming that such knowledge is 
Superfluous today. 


We haven't time for that in schools; 
The parents have, no doubt. 

But Dad is busy with his Pools 
And Mum is always out. 


The Bingo Hall, the Ten-Pin Bowl, 
The Pub, the racing horse; 

These are the finest things of all 
(Except for one, of course). 


That’s one the children quickly know, 
And even how to spell. 

(Four-letter words are easy, though, 
As апу boy can tell.) 


The hairy louts, the over-paid 
And idle, useless tykes, 

The Bishops say are all top-grade, 
And bless their motor-bikes. 


The curates swing both psalm and hymn 
To bring the Youth to Church; 

They think the kids are cheruhim 

Who never need the birch. 


The actor can hecome a star 
And never learn to speak, 
The ‘‘singer’’ can go very far 
If only he can squeak, 


Or yell, or scream, or shake his hips; 
His fans will think him smart; 

The girls will fight to kiss his lips 
Or tear his clothes apart. 


It’s alla very healthy sign, 

The clergy tell us so; 

They watch it all with smiles benign, 
Join in, and have a go. 


The “artist” needn’t learn to paint, 

It might involve some work; 

The thought of detail makes him faint, 
A likeness he must shirk. 


Meaningless dauhs on canvas large 
Are what he aims to scrawl; 
Defying the critics, he must charge 
The earth to fool us all. 


His pictures, hanging upside down, 
May puzzle you and me. 

“Meaningless rubbish,” we may frown; 
“A fraud that man must Бе.” 


And so he is, but speak it low, 
(Although he knows it too) 

We must not dare to tell him so, 
Не might sue те, or you. 


His “sculptor” colleague does the same; 


Пе never learned to carve 
A likeness to the human frame, 
But he will never starve! 


The bosh the so-called “poet” blurbs 
Is done with greatest case; 

Leave out the capitals and verbs, 
Write rubbish and draw fees! 


Metre and scansion both need thought, 
And that applies to rhyme; 

(The Masters verbal wonders wrought, 
But work takes such a time!) 


You don’t like the composers now? 
My word, you are a dunce! 

To you it’s a discordant row? 

Well Proms perform И (once). 


The apathetic voters go 

(If weather isn’t wet) 

To nominate the men who know, 
And straightaway forget 


The wishes of the people who 

Have put them into power, 

And vote themselves more money to 
Improve the shining hour. 


The politician represents 
No person but himself; 
The will of his constituents 
Can all go on the shelf. 


His aim is just to keep his place 
And make the laws he likes; 

He grants more cash to keep apace 
With intermittent strikes. 


“Don’t punish anyone,” says he; 
“We will reform the crook; 

His vote ts very good for me, 
Give prisons a new look. 


“The murderer must not Бе cold, 
But warmed and clothed and fed, 
And in five years he'll be paroled 
And vote for me instead! 


“We'll pay out benefits to men 
Who’ve not subscribed a sou, 

And at Меспоп time they'll then : 
All vote for me and you! 


“The hospitals shall all be run 

By folk from overseas; 

We'll say that if this wasn’t done 
We'd all be on our knees. 


“We must not tell the voter why 

Пе cannot get а bed, 

Because ме уе filled the beds sky-high 
With immigrants instead. 


We must conceal the plight we’re in 
And so we'll interfere 

With other lands and those therein 
To hide what’s happened here. 


“Of course we must not criticise 
The communistic plotters; 

The Right are Wrong in British eyes 
And merely lascist rotters.”’ 


And thus it goes іп Britain “great”. 
Пом long, O Lord, how long 
Before the climax must we wail? 
Shall we again be strong? 
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